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Remart s/Ai quments; 



Claim Status 

dlaimfe 1-17 are presently pending and ail claims stand rejected. Applicant herejiji 
amends claims 1 and 8. Support for the claim amendments are found throughout the 
speclficE tion as originally filed- For example, at page 10, lines 20-24. No new matter 
added. 

Response to Art Rejections 
Rejecti&n of Claims 1, G-*8^ 12, 16 and 17 



by U.S. 

Is rc 



Claim ; 1, 6-8, 12, 16, and 17 were rejected under 35 U.S-C § 102(e) as anticipated 
'atetit No. 6,754,905 to Gordon et al. (herein "Gordon"). This ground for i 
traversed. 



espei tfullv 



Claim 1 



transmi: sion 



MATP'598US 



rejec : on 



dlaim 1 as amended includes at least one limitation (step) that Is neither disdo^d 
nor sugt estei by Gordon. Claim 1 recites the following steps: 



(b) 



(c) 



(d) 



placing a plurality of time selection fields on the display, the 
plurality of time selection fields representing respective 
incremental time indexes having respectively different 
magnitudes, each time selection field configured to be 
activated responsive to receipt of the user action command 
corresponding to the single action key; 

selecting one time selection field of the plurality of time 
selection fields by positioning the cursor on the one time 
selection field; 

activating the selected time selection field to select the 
respective incremental time index responsive to receipt of 
the user action command corresponding to the single action 
l<ey while the cursor is positioned on the one time selection 
field; 



(e) 



calculating a new time of transmission for display by adding 
the selected incremental time index to one of the times of 
transmission currently displayed. 

This me^ns that an incremental time index for incrementing (or decrementing) times a 

for display by a program guide Is selected by selecting and activating one 
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re>pecf ive 
be activated 



;io 1 



of tifne selection fields displayed by tlie program guide. Bach time selection 
incremental time index (e.g., 1-5 hours, 6 hours, l day, 1 week) that 
responsive to a user action command corresponding to a single acti 
selection field is selected by positioning a cursor on the time selection fieic 
lime selection field is then activated in response to receipt of the user acti )h 
responding to the single action key while the cursor is positioned on the t 
selectiorl file<jl. Once activated, the respective incremental time index of the activated 
selection fiel<l is used to calculate new transmission times for display. 



plurality 
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each 
key, A 
the sele 



1 ime 
; :ted 
commar d co 



of day 
632. 
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the 

are usee 
Gordon 
objects 
claim 1, 
position 



increme ital 



receipt 
user int 
1 a single kek^ 



thus, 
selectee 
up/dow I 
discuss^ d 
index o1 
none of the 



transmi ;sion 



interfac * 
interfac ? 
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d 



and 



ri8 
t ime 



iTte 



ect 



ke f 



(if 



different i fme 



4ordc|n, on the other hand, discloses a day of week identification object 631, a 
639, a next time slot object 634, and a temporal Increment/decrement ol: 
, 18, lines 40-45 of Gordon. In Gordon, ''[w]hen [an] image region is acti f 
ofj objects 631-638 emphasized), the up and down arrow keys are used to apjjust 
indicated next time slot object 634, while the page up and page down 
djust the day of the week identification object." See col. 28, lines 61-65 

asis added). Thus, in Gordon, different kevs are used to gdjust 
up/down arrows keys and page up/down keys). In the invention recited 
however, a time Index Is selected through (1) selection of a time selection fielt 
cursor on a particular time selection field (which represents a respective 
ime index) and (2) activation of the selected time selection field responsi 
Jser action command that corresponds to a single action key associated wi 
Thus, unlike Gordon in which different keys are used for activation, in 
(e.g., an ACTION key) is used to activate a selected time selection field 
the time index. Further, in claim 1 the same key Is used for activation of 
tim<; selection field (i.e., the single action key) rather than different keys (i.e. 
arr^w keys and page up/down keys as in Gordon. Hence, for the reasons 

, Gordon fails to disclose, teach, or suggest selecting an incremental tijrte 
guide from a plurality of time index fields with a single key. Furthej- 
cited art disclose, teach, or suggest this feature. 



above. 



a program 



g a plurality of time Index fields on the display and incrementing the time 
for display based on the selected and activated field provides a more intu 
is provided by Gordon. Furthermore, It requires fewer keys of a user 
to Jmplement. The subject invention requires one key (e.g., an ACTION key) 
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activate a selected time selection field to select one of a plurality of time indexes, 
Gordon equires at least four kevs to increment Just two time periods (i.e., up/down 
keys for 1 an|d Viz hour increments and page up/down keys for 24 hour increments). 



Ih response to applicant's arguments filed September 8, 2005, the Office Action 
recites t lat " :lalm 1 does not recite[] *a single key to determine a respective time inde 
increasing a displayed time of transmission'". Although applicant believes that the cla 
partlculrrly point out and distinctly claim this aspect of the invention, applicant has 
amende 3 cla ms 1 and 8 to recite as an element of the claims that the action key is a 
key in o der po further prosecution 



or trie reasons discussed above, the cited art fails to disclose, teach, or sugges 
element of independent claim 1. According^, applicant contends that 
aIloJvabl(^ over Gordon and respectfully requests that the rejection of claim 1 be 



each anp ev^ry 
1 Is 



withdraw vn 



Ciatm S 



1. Acccrdincly, 



reasons set 



Claims ^ >. 7 



or independent 
17 are 



Gordon 
Gordon 



C laim 



cilSO 



nor i 



MATP 



when J3S 



anew 



i IIS 



laim 



8, as amended, while not identical to claim 1, includes features similar to 
, applicant contends that claim 8 is also allowable over Gordon for the 
forth above and respectfully requests that the rejection of claim 8 be with*kwn. 



12. 16, and 17 



Claim^ 6, 7, 12, 16, and 17 include all of the features of either independent 

claim 8, from which they ultimately depend. Thus, claims 6, 7, 12, 16 
Allowable over the cited references for at least the reasons set forth above 
respectlto independent claims 1 and 8. Accordingly, applicant contends that claims 6, 
12, 16, and L7 are likewise allowable and, therefore, respectfully requests that the rej 
of clainfe 6, 7, 12, 16, and 17 be withdrawn. 

Reject! an of Claims 5, 14, and 15 



tiainjs 5, 14, and 15 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable 
Thp ground for rejection is respectfully traversed. As described above, neith 
ny of the art of record disclose, teach, or suggest multiple time selection 
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that maf be jelected and then activated with a single key to determine a respective tln|^ 
index fo ■ incrementing a displayed time of transmission. Thus, claims 1 and 8 are not 
obvious in vi<iw of Gordon (or any of the art of record) and, thus, claims 5, 14, and 15, 
which u tima :e!y depend from one of claims 1 and 8, are also allowable. Accordingly/ 
applicar t res ^ectfully requests that the rejection of claims 5, 14, and 15 be withdrawn. 

Reject! m o ^ Claims 9 and 10 



C laim 
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9 and 10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over 
of U.S. Patent No. 6,025,869 to Stas et aL (herein ^Stas")» This groun< 
r^spectliJlly traversed. Claims 9 and lO each ultimately depend from claim 
11 of the features and limitations of claim 8. The feature that was found 

with reference to claims I and 8 is not found in Stas, namely, multipj^ 
^ fields that may be selected and then activated with a single key to 
cime Index to increment a displayed time of transmission . Thus, Stas falls 
the deficiencies of Gordon, Accordingly, applicant contends that claims 9 
Ilowible and respectfully requests that the rejection of claims 9 and 10 be 



deterhiine 

;o 

id . 



>n o ' Claim 11 



im| 11 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Gordon In 
tas and further in view of U.S- Patent No. 6,434,621 to Pezzillo et al. (herein 
'0. "his ground for rejection is respectfully traversed. Claim 11 depends from 
all of the features and limitations of claim 8. The feature that was founp 
Gordon and Stas with reference to daims 1, 8, and 10 is not found in 
:iple time selection fields that may be selected and then activated with a s 
determine a respective time index to increment a displayed time of transmissior 
Ptzzlll ? fails to make up for the deficiencies of Gordon and Stas. Accordingly, 
t contends that claim 11 is allowable and respectfully requests that the rejectii^^ of 
withdrawn. 



be 



Rejection Claims 2 and 3 

Ilainis 2 and 3 were rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as unpatentable over G 
In view pf Fqztillo and Stas. This ground for rejection Is respectfully traversed. Claimi 
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and 3 eJch u timately depend from claim 1 and includes all of the features and lim 
claim 1. The feature that was found to be lacking in Gordon with reference to claim 1 d je 
not four d in 5tas and Pezzillo, namely, multiple time selection fields that may be select ^d 
and then act vated with a single key to determine a respective time index to increment 
displayed tirre of transmission. Thus, Stas and Pezzillo fait to make up for the deficien 
of Gord< n, /ccordingiy, applicant contends that claims 2 and 3 are allowable and 
respectf Jlly requests that the rejection of claims 2 and 3 be withdrawn 

Reject! m o ' Claims 4 and 13 
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4 and 13 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over 
of US Published Application No. 2003/0066085 to Boyer et al, (herein 
is ground for rejection Is respectfully traversed. Claims 4 and 13 depend 
8, respectively, and include all of the features and limitations of claims 1 
. The feature that was found to be lacking in Gordon with reference to 
is ndt found in Boyer, namely, multiple time selection fields that may be 
the|i activated with a single key to determine a respective time index to increment!^ 
of transmission. Thus, Boyer falls to make up for the deficiencies of Go 
applicant contends that claims 4 and 13 are allowable and respectfully rec|i|ests 
rejeition of claim 4 and 13 be withdrawn. 



select 3d 



Page lO of 11 



es 



(jon* 



PAffi 12/13 • RCVD AT 1M M: 1 2 AM [Eastern StM^^^ 



BEST AVAILABLE COPv 



01-31-200*6 ' 10:51AM FROM-RatnerPrastia 



6104070701 



T-273 P. 013/013 F-746 



Appln. ^0-: 
Amendn lent 
Reply to 



Ih vielv of the foregoing amendments and remarks, applicant requests that the 
Examinqr reqonsider and withdraw the rejections of claims 1-17. 

Respectfully submitted, 
RatnerPrestia 
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